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The dependent claims 2-7 are unclear to such an extent that it cannot be 
established whether the prior art falls within the scope of the claims. 
It can neither be recognized at the time being how this severe lack of 
clarity can be overcome without infringing Art. 19(2) and 34(2)(b), PCT. 
It Is therefore concluded that no meaningful search is possible. As a 
consequence the they are not searched. The reason is the dependent 
claims inherit severe unclarity features from claim 1 and moreover that 
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The claim 1 is a severe accumulation of severe unci ar1 ties. Especially 
the features related to lines 10-21 of claim 1 are unclear (according to 
Art. 6, PCT) to such an extent that it cannot be determined whether they 
are disclosed by the prior art or not. It can neither be recognized at 
the time being how this severe lack of clarity can be overcome without 
infringing Art. 19(2) and 34(2)(b), PCT. A meaningful search can 
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claims which are based on claim 1. As a consequence, the related 
features are not searched (refer to Art. 17(2)(a)(11) and (b), PCT). 

The search was therefore limited to the following Interpretation of 
claim 1 or 8, respectively. 

An Image' capture focal length determining method, comprising the steps 

of: 

acquiring a plurality of image data while changing focal length of an 
optical system; 

acquiring, from the acquired plurality of image data, 

high frequency component [...] values, 

[...] ^ ^ - 

and low frequency component [...J values, 

[...] 

being [.,.] lower than the high frequency 

calculating a first focal length using [...] a peak value of the 
frequency spectrum of the image signal In range of the high frequency 
component values. 

detecting whether or not there Is a moire in Image data of this first 
focal length; 

making the first focal length an image capture focal length if there Is 

no moire in the Image data of the first focal length; 

and when there Is moire in the Image data of the first focal length, 

[...] 

selecting an Image capture focal length In some range of possible focal 
length. 
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established need not be the subject of an International preliminary 
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examination (Rule 66.1(e) PCT). The applicant Is advised that the EPO 
policy when acting as an International Preliminary Examining Authority is 
normally not to carry out a preliminary examination on matter which has 
not been searched. This is the case irrespective of whether or not the 
claims are amended following receipt of the search report or during any 
Chapter II procedure. If the application proceeds into the regional phase 
before the EPO, the applicant is reminded that a search may be carried 
out during examination before the EPO (see EPO Guideline C-VI, 8.5), 
should the problems which led to the Article 17(2) declaration be 
overcome. 
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